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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36 (a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 

after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will 
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- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



1. 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 



rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-22 24 and 27-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Gopinathan (US Patent No. 5,819,226) in view of Schott (dialog file 148, accession no. 
07947406). 

As per claims 1-4 and 14-17, Gopinathan et al (5,819,226) discloses a fraud detection 
system using predictive modeling. The system comprises a computer database for receiving 
contact event information from a client, a computer software in communication with the computer 
database for comparing the contact event information with information stored in the database and 
a communication networks for informing the client that a fraud match has occurred. Note column 

3, line 27 to column 7, line 60 and column 27, line 48 to column 28, line 24 of Gopinathan et al. 

As per claims 5 and 18, Gopinathan does not explicitly discuss card activation means. 
These teachings are taught by Schott. As per claim 1, in an article by Schott, it is disclosed 
methods currently employed to prevent credit card fraud. These methods comprise: 

obtaining contact event information from a client during a contact event; 

comparing the contact event information with information stored in a database and 
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sending a fraud alert to a client in real time for communicating to the client that a fraud 
match has occurred. Note the entire article, particularly page 4. 
As per claim 6 and 19, note page 4 of the article. 
As per claim 7 and 20, note page 3 of the article. 
As per claim 8 and 21, note page 7 of the article. 
As per claim 9 and 22, note pages 2 and 6 of the article. 
As per claim 10, note page 4 of the article. 
As per claim 1 1 and 24, note page 4 of the article. 
As per claim 12, note pages 4-5 of the article. 
As per claim 1 3, note page 4-5 of the article. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to incorporate the teachings of Schott et al into Gopinathan et al with the motivation of checking 
most types of fraud that may occur in relation to the usage or activation of a financial card in a 
computerized system as suggested by Schott. 
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RESPONSE TO ARGUMENTS: 

Claims 1-26 remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Gopinathan (US Patent No. 5,819,226) in view of Schott (dialog file 148, accession no. 
07947406) as set forth in the prior Office action noted above. 

Applicant's representative argues that none of the cited references either alone or in 
combination disclose the combination of steps and that Gopinathan et al does not involve 
comparing contact event information with fraud infromation used in knovm frauds to dtermine if 
there is a fraud match. 

In response, as per claims 1-2 and 14-15, Gopinathan et al discloses a method for 
detecting purchasing card fraud during all phases of a purchasing card life cycle. The sytem and 
method comprise: 

obtaining contact event information from a client during a contact event (column 27, ,ine 
64 to colunrn 28, line 2); contact information relates to customer's name and other relevant 
information. 

comparing the contact event information with fraud infomration used in known frauds and 
stored in a database to determine if a fraud match between the contact event information and the 
fraud infromation (column 28,. lines 3-15, column 27, lines 3-15, lines 48-63, column 6, lines 14- 



17); 
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sending a fraud alert to the client if there is a fraud match between the contact event 
information and the fraud information (column 27, line 64 to column 28, line 15, column 3, lines 



Appicant then argues that Gopinathan uses a "predictive model such as a neural network 
to evaluate individual customer accounts and identify potentially fraudulent transactions based on 
learned relationships among variables" and therefore fails to teach the claimed invention. 

In response, Gopinathan does use a neural network to indentify and predict fraudulent 
transations. The usage of a neural network does not define from any specific comparing steps 
being claimed since a neural network compares past data with present data and provides associate 
weights or values when making a determination. It is noted that Gopinathan et al compares 
transaction data and fraud data from a fraud database when determining the likeliness of 
fraudulent transactions. Note column 6, lines 10-17 and column 25, line 61 to column 27, line 15 
and lines 48 to 63. Furthermore, Gopinathan et al states that any type of predictive method can 
be used. Note column 4, lines 51-53. 

The communication system of Gopinathan et al transmits a fraud alert to the client in real 
time if there is a fraud match between the contact event information and the fraud information. 

As per claims 3 and 16, Gopinathan et al discloses a fraud database 1 102. Note column 6, 
lines 1-17. 

As per claims 9 and 22, Gopinathan et al teaches a merchant or client sending in real-time, 
an authorization reuqest for authorization on transaction to the system of Gopinathan et al. Note 



52-65). 
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column 27, lines 64-67. The system sending back an alert signal is conventionnaly done in the art. 
Note column 1, lines 48-67 and column 3, lines 56-65 of Gopinathan et al. 

As per claims 12 and 24, note colunm 4, lines 43-62 of Gopinathan et al. 
3. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date 
of this final action. 
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4. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 

examiner should be directed to Frantzy Poinvil, whose telephone number is 

(703) 305-9779. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through 

Thursday from 7:30 AM to 6:00 PM. 

The fax phone number for this Art Unit is (703) 305-0040. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application should 

be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-3900. 
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Primary Examiner 
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